SCULPTURE

Bhagawdnlil Indr^ji, who on this-occasion made two important
discoveries. The first was that of a life-size female statue,
which he excavated at the Saptarshi Tila. It is now in the
Lahore Museum. The remarkable point about this image is
that both in style and material, it proves to be a Gandhara
Sculpture, a circumstance of great importance and interest for
the history of Buddhistic Art, Not far from this, Dr. Bhagwin-
lil discovered the famous lion-capital with its 18 Kharosthi
inscriptions which throw considerable light on the history of
the Northern Satraps, who ruled in Mathura before the time of
the Scythians. In 1881-2 when Cunningham revisited Mathura,
he discovered another sculpture no less remarkable for the
classical influence it betrays. Its subject is Herakles strang-
ling the Naemean lion ; or It would perhaps be more correct to
say, it appears to be an Indian adaptation of the subject (It
should be noted however, that a hero strangling a lion Is also
found in Assyrian bas-reliefs and sculptures, vide G. Maspero's
"The Struggle of the Nations"). Of the other finds, we need
only'mention a railing pillar, with a dedicatory inscription in
Brahrai of the Maurya period. To these is to be added the
Parkham image, now in the Mathura Museum. The last
archaeological explorations were carried out by Dr. Fiihrer
between the years 1887 and 1896. The inscriptions and some
of the most remarkable sculptures obtained by him were fully
discussed by Hofrath Dr. Biihler, Subsequently Mr. Vincent
A. Smith published a series of 108 plates, which had been
prepared under Dr. Fiihrer's supervision. Fertile though the
Mathura explorations have been, it is to be deplored that they
were not carried out on more systematic lines.

The attempts made by Cunningham and Growse to identify
some of the Mathura sites with localities mentioned by Hiouen
Tsang signally failed owing to their identifications having
been based on a wrong location of the city, All we can
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